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IN  BRIEF  •  Congress  has  been  so  slow  in  getting 
organized,  that  adjournment  is  not  expected  until 
October.  Very  few  major  bills  have  been  reported  .  .  . 
Appropriation  bills  are  just  beginning  to  move  to  the 
floor  .  .  .  Administration  leaders  in  both  Houses  are 
pressing  for  an  early  vote  on  the  Youth  Conservation 
Corps  and  Employment  Program  .  .  .  The  House 
Rules  Committee  is  blocking  action  on  a  proposal  to 
expand  medical  schools  .  .  .  Hearings  have  been 
completed  on  a  bill  to  provide  better  services  for  the 
mentally  ill  and  retarded  .  .  .  Hearings  are  being  held 
on  the  tax  bill,  the  Administration’s  omnibus  educa¬ 


tion  proposals  and  to  improve  conditions  for  migra¬ 
tory  workers  ...  No  action  has  been  taken  on  bills 
to:  provide  medical  care  for  the  aged;  bills  create  a 
service  corps  to  work  in  underprivileged  areas  in  the 
United  States;  and  increase  technical  aid  to  the  Pacific 
Trust  Territories  .  .  .  The  Administration’s  proposal  to 
subsidize  construction  of  fallout  shelters  in  nonprofit 
institutions  is  pending  before  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittees  ...  A  major  fight  is  expected  on  foreign  aid. 
A  Presidential  committee,  chaired  by  General  Clay,  has 
recently  recommended  that  most  aid  activities  be  cut, 
including  contributions  to  UN  technical  assistance 
and  relief  activities. 


DRAFT  EXTENSION  RUSHED  THROUGH  CONGRESS 


On  March  11,  the  House  approved  the  bill,  after  a  two 
hour  debate,  388-3.  Rep.  Carl  Vinson,  Ga.,  termed  it 
"indispensible  to  the  maintenance  of  our  security.” 
Reps.  George  Brown.  Calif.,  Homer  E.  Abele,  Ohio, 
and  H.  R.  Gross,  Iowa,  opposed  the  measure.  A  motion 
by  Henry  Reuss,  Wis.,  to  limit  extension  to  two  years 
was  defeated,  154-43.  An  amendment  by  Roman  C. 
Pucinski,  111.,  to  lower  the  draft  age  from  26  to  22  in 
order  to  shorten  the  period  of  uncertainty  was  de¬ 
feated  by  voice  vote.  Another  amendment  to  empha¬ 
size  drafting  of  unemployed  youth,  sponsored  by 
Charles  Goodell,  N.Y.,  was  defeated  134-59. 

Four  days  later  the  Senate  rushed  through  the  same 
bill  with  such  speed  that  it  took  many  by  surprise: 


Congress,  with  only  a  ripple  of  dissent  and  many 
troublesome  questions  still  unanswered,  has  extended 
the  draft  for  another  four  years. 


hearings  Tuesday,  reported  out  of  committee  Thurs¬ 
day,  approved  Friday  morning  by  voice  vote  after  a 
very  brief  discussion  and  before  printed  hearings  were 
available.  Several  Senators  who  had  serious  questions 
about  the  draft  had  left  for  the  weekend.  Sen.  Wayne 
Morse,  on  his  way  to  Costa  Rica,  filed  a  statement 
recording  his  opposition  to  draft  extension.  He  said: 
“In  the  last  4  years  I  have  seen  absolutely  nothing  to 
restore  my  confidence  that  the  draft  law  is  really 
needed.  It  remains  the  manpower  crutch  of  the 
Army  alone.  .  .  .” 


FCNL  witnesses  against  the  draft  were  President 
Clyde  Milner,  Guilford  College,  N.  C.,  and  Charles 
Darlington,  Woodstown,  N.J.  (testimony  available). 
No  action  was  taken  on  a  proposal  to  broaden  the 
definition  of  “conscientious  objector”  to  include  sincere 
objectors  who  oppose  military  service  on  other 
grounds  than  “religious  training  and  belief.” 


Search  for  Security  through  Arms  Race  Is  Folly 


Rep.  George  E.  Brown,  Jr.,  freshman  Congressman 
from  California,  by  his  consistent  votes  against  the 
draft  and  military  spending  is  providing  a  new  and 
greatly  needed  viewpoint  in  Congress.  Here  is  a 
portion  of  his  statement  against  the  draft:  “I  must 
voice  .  .  .  my  conviction  that  almost  the  entire  thrust 
of  our  national  policy  as  it  involves  our  security 
toilay  is  destructive  of  that  security.  We  have  put  our 
faith  in  the  power  of  force,  violence  and  destruction 
to  create  a  world  of  peace,  freedom  and  security. 
These  means  are  incompatible  with  our  goals. 


“We  can  neither  suppress  the  ideology  of  inter¬ 
national  communism  hy  force  nor  spread  the  ideology 
of  freedom  for  all  men  hy  force.  To  imagine  that 
we  can  do  this  merely  hlinds  us  to  the  constructive 
efforts  which  we  must  make  to  create  the  world  of 
the  future  which  we  seek. 

am  more  than  willing  to  give  my  life  in  the  battle 
for  this  better  world.  .  .  .  Yet,  to  give  our  lives  and 
still  lose  our  goals  is,  indeed,  the  height  of  folly. 
This  is  the  course  we  are  pursuing.'' 
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TESTING  OR  TEST  BAN;  RELATIVE  RISKS 

Hopes  for  a  nuclear  test  ban  treaty  have  been  caught 
up  in  the  crossfire  of  Congressional  criticism  of  the 
U.S.  negotiating  position,  and  an  East-West  deadlock 
over  on-site  inspection.  The  United  States  has  asked 
for  7  inspections  of  Soviet  soil  each  year;  the  Rus¬ 
sians  refuse  to  allow  more  than  3. 

U.S.  proposals  are  being  examined  by  three  Commit¬ 
tees;  Joint  Atomic  Energy,  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
and  the  Senate  Preparedness  Subcommittee. 

Senators  Dirksen,  111.;  Allott,  Colo.;  Scott,  Pa.;  Russell, 
Ga.;  Dodd,  Conn.;  Symington,  Mo.;  Jackson,  Wash.; 
Dominick,  Colo.;  and  Goldwater,  Ariz.,  have  ques¬ 
tioned  the  reliability  of  the  Administration’s  proposals. 
Senator  Carl  T.  Curtis,  Neb.,  has  introduced  a  resolu¬ 
tion,  S.  Con.  Res.  21,  which  (1)  specifies  that  Con¬ 
gressmen  should  serve  on  all  inspection  teams,  and 
(2)  indicates  Congressional  opposition  to  any  uni¬ 
lateral  action  which  might  alter  the  present  arms 
ratio  between  the  United  States  and  the  Soviet  bloc. 
Cosponsors  include:  Senators  Beall,  Md.;  Bennett, 
Utah;  Fong,  Hawaii;  Hruska,  Nebr.;  Jordan,  Idaho; 
Lausche,  Ohio;  McClellan,  Ark.;  Mechem,  N.  Mex.; 
Metcalf,  Mont.;  Mundt,  S.  Dak.;  Randolph,  W.  Va.; 
Robertson,  Va.;  Simpson,  Wyo.;  Thurmond,  S.C.; 
Tower,  Tex.;  Young,  N.  Dak. 

Test  ban  critics  maintain  that  the  United  States  has 
made  many  concessions  in  the  negotiations;  that  you 
can’t  trust  the  Russians;  that  the  Administration’s 
“inadequate  and  dangerous  proposals”  would  allow 
Russia  to  carry  on  small  underground  tests  and  not 
get  caught;  that  the  United  States  needs  to  continue 
testing  in  order  to  perfect  more  specialized  weapons. 

Test  ban  supporters,  such  as  Senators  Clark,  Pa.; 
Church,  Idaho;  Humphrey,  Minn.;  and  Proxmire,  Wis.; 
say  that  the  aim  of  U.S.  policy  is  to  stop  the  arms  race, 
that  the  risks  of  cheating  are  far  less  dangerous  than 
the  risks  of  continued  testing  which  will  encourage 
additional  nations  to  enter  the  nuclear  race,  bring 
more  pollution  of  the  air,  and  reduce  America’s  nu¬ 
clear  lead  over  the  Soviets.  The  President  himself  has 
said,  “personally  I  am  haunted  by  the  feeling  that 
by  1970,  unless  we  are  successful,  there  may  be  10 
nuclear  powers  instead  of  4,  and  by  1975,  15  or  20  .  .  . 

I  regard  that  as  the  greatest  possible  danger  and 
hazard.” 

Republican  Senator  Jacob  K.  Javits,  N.Y.,  has  tried 
to  reconcile  the  Administration  and  its  major  critics, 
especially  Gov.  Rockefeller.  Senator  Javits  considers 
the  test  ban  “the  key  to  the  hopes  for  disarmament  and 
arms  control  .  .  .  This  is  the  direction  in  which  we’re 
trying  to  move  the  world  ...  in  the  hope  of  attaining 
some  beginning  of  an  end  to  this  balance  of  terror  .  .  . 
I  deeply  feel  that  if  our  negotiators  are  to  get  any¬ 
where,  we  must  have  some  faith  in  our  Administra¬ 
tion  in  the  negotiating  stages  .  .  .”  Somewhat  similar 
views  have  been  expressed  by  Senators  Case,  N.J., 
and  Kuchel,  Calif. 

According  to  Walter  Lippman,  the  real  point  at  issue 
is  whether  East  and  West  are  willing  to  give  up  efforts 
to  achieve  an  “absolute  superiority”  in  nuclear  weap- 


Mouse  Brings  Forth  Mountain 


ons:  “Such  hopes  of  absolute  superiority,  which 
neither  side  will  avow  publicly,  explain  why  the  pub¬ 
lic  surface  argument  against  the  proposed  treaty  is 
what  it  is — the  Americans  talking  about  cheating  and 
the  Russians  talking  about  espionage  .  .  .  The  most  vo¬ 
cal  critics  at  the  moment  in  this  country  may  say  they 
want  a  fool-proof  treaty.  What  they  really  want  is 
not  to  stop  testing  ...  I  think  that  the  real  issue 
should  be  brought  to  the  surface  and  that  we  should 
have  a  full  debate  on  whether,  for  the  sake  of  peace 
and  of  our  own  national  interest,  it  is  better  to  slow 
down  nuclear  development  by  banning  tests  or  to 
stimulate  development  by  continuing  tests.”  Walter 
Lippmann  also  pointed  out  that  the  U.S.  nuclear 
arsenal  “is  bigger  and  more  versatile  than  the  Soviets.” 
— Washington  Post,  March  12. 


CONGRESS  TALKS  ECONOMY, 

UPS  ARMS  BUDGET 

So  far  this  year.  Congressional  debates  on  military 
spending  have  revealed  the  following: 

Congress  is  unwilling  to  analyze  or  limit  defense  spend¬ 
ing.  Early  in  1963  many  Congressmen  vowed  to  cut 
the  overall  Federal  budget  for  fiscal  1964,  in  order  to 
offset  projected  tax  cuts  and  an  estimated  $12  billion 
dollar  deficit.  Yet  the  House  has  added  nearly  V2  bil¬ 
lion  to  the  $15.4  billion  military  procurement  and 
research  budget,  over  Administration  protests.  The 
extra  funds  are  to  be  used  to  buy  two  “killer”  sub¬ 
marines  and  pay  for  additional  development  of  the 
controversial  RS-70  airplane. 
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During  debate,  Rep.  Thomas  B.  Curtis,  Mo.,  accused 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  of  devoting  too  much 
attention  to  the  RS-70  and  shying  away  from  a  gen¬ 
eral  discussion  of  how  the  full  $15.9  billion  is  to  be 
spent.  According  to  Rep.  Curtis,  “We  have  been  de¬ 
bating  neither  military  strength  nor  sound  budgets.” 
His  motion  to  cut  about  $800  million  from  the  bill 
was  defeated,  149  to  258. 

Yet  Professor  Seymour  Melman,  of  Columbia  Univer¬ 
sity,  has  estimated  that,  on  the  basis  of  deaths  result¬ 
ing  from  the  Hiroshima  bombing,  the  United  States 
already  has  enough  nuclear  power  to  destroy  1,250 
times  over  every  Soviet  city  with  a  population  of 
100,000  or  more.  Professor  Melman  believes  that  this 
level  of  “overkill”  capacity  could  be  maintained  even  if 
Congress  eliminated  nearly  all  military  research  and 
development  and  sharply  reduced  procurement. 

Congress  is  reluctant  to  phase  out  military  programs. 
Because  of  Congressional  pressure,  the  Department  of 
Defense  has  reversed  its  decision  to  eliminate  the 
high  school  ROTC  program  in  fiscal  1964.  The  pro- 
.gram  costs  the  Army  $5.1  million  a  year,  and  accord¬ 
ing  to  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  Norman  S.  Paul, 
serves  “no  known  direct  military”  purpose,  although 
it  does  “develop  discipline,  leadership  and  physical 
conditioning.”  Rep.  William  G.  Bray,  Ind.,  and  Rep. 
f'.  Edward  Hebert,  La.,  have  introduced  bills  to  expand 
the  program. 

Congress  questions  the  right  of  civilians  to  make  final 
derisions  on  weapons  systems.  The  Congressional  de¬ 
cision  to  allocate  $363.7  million  to  RS-70  development 
reflects  a  tendency  to  accept  the  judgment  of  military 
men  over  that  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
President.  According  to  Rep.  Leslie  C.  Arends,  Ill., 
“It  is  a  matter  of  utmost  concern  when  we  find  the 
substitution  of  civilian  judgment  for  military  judg¬ 
ment  in  matters  strictly  military.” 

I  Politics  and  politicians  are  becoming  increasingly  in- 

j  voiced  in  allocation  of  defense  contracts.  In  recent 
weeks  Congress  has  been  torn  with  dissension  as  to 
whether  the  Secretary  of  Defense  was  right  in  award¬ 
ing  a  multi-billion  contract  to  develop  the  TFX  fighter 
to  General  Dynamics  instead  of  Boeing  Company.  In 
commenting  on  this  award.  Rep.  Jim  Wright,  Tex., 
said:  “In  the  absence  of  a  substantial  contract  of  this 
type,  the  General  Dynamics  team  at  Fort  Worth  was 
faced  with  dismemberment  ...  It  meant  the  difference 
between  employment  or  unemployment  for  thousands 
of  my  constituents  .  .  .  Let  me  be  completely  frank. 
During  the  course  of  last  year,  I  talked  about  this 
subject  with  everybody  whom  I  could  get  to  listen  .  .  . 
both  military  and  civilian  officials  .  .  .  That  does  not 
io  my  judgment  amount  to  undesirable  political  in¬ 
fluence.  The  same  sort  of  thing  was  being  attempted 
by  the  other  side.” 

Marquis  Childs  reported  in  the  March  20  Washington 
Post  that  “With  each  succeeding  election,  so  long  as 
defense  budgets  run  at  $55  or  $60  billion,  the  game 
of  contract  promise  and  grab  will  become  more  deeply 
entrenched  in  the  political  system.  As  this  system 
prevails  any  meaningful  disarmament  is  bound  to 
become  more  difficult.  Each  member  of  Congress  will 

S  have  a  stake  in  keeping  the  home  plant  going.  This 


has  already  been  demonstrated  in  areas  where  air¬ 
craft  contracts  have  been  cut  back  as  missiles  have 
begun  to  dominate.” 

In  order  to  eliminate  this  situation.  Senator  Clifford 
Case,  N.J.,  and  six  others  have  introduced  bills  which 
would  require  public  disclosure  of  all  communications 
from  anyone  seeking  to  influence  the  awarding  of  a 
defense  contract,  S.  961;  and  establish  a  joint  Con¬ 
gressional  committee  to  review  defense  and  space  con¬ 
tract  awards,  S.  960. 


Civil  Rights  Message 

In  the  Civil  Rights  Message,  presented  to  Congress 
February  28,  the  President  pointed  out  that  racial 
discrimination  is  morally  wrong.  He  said  “Let  it  be 
clear,  in  our  own  hearts  and  minds  .  .  .  that  we  are 
committed  to  achieving  the  true  equality  of  opportunity 
.  .  .  because  it  is  right.”  The  message  discussed  the 
right  to  vote,  education,  extension  of  the  Commission 
on  Civil  Rights,  employment,  public  accommodations, 
and  other  uses  of  Federal  funds.  Ask  your  Congress¬ 
man  for  a  copy  of  House  Doc.  No.  75. 


Psychiatrists  Discuss  the  Arms  Race 

The  American  Orthopsychiatric  Association  devoted 
one  day  of  its  40th  Annual  Meeting,  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  March  6-9,  to  the  question  of  peace.  The  follow¬ 
ing  few  quotes  cannot  do  justice  to  an  extraordinarily 
significant  meeting.  For  a  digest  of  all  papers  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  meeting,  write  to  American  Orthopsy¬ 
chiatric  Association,  1790  Broadway,  New  York 
19,  N.Y.,  $2. 

How  to  change  the  Russians.  “.  .  .  we  shall  have  to 
engage  in  a  sustained  program  of  massive  reconcilia¬ 
tion  in  which  we  endeavor  to  express  and  maintain 
a  willingness  to  cooperate  with  the  Soviet  Union  when 
it  is  to  our  mutual  advantage  despite  the  inevitable 
provocations  which  will  place  a  strain  on  the  good 
will  of  both  sides.” — Morton  Deutsch 

Can  we  change  ourselves  so  that  we  can  sustain  a 
policy  of  massive  reconciliation?  The  U.S.  must  face 
the  following  problems:  (1)  “we  have  to  adjust  our¬ 
selves  to  a  loss  of  unique  power,  to  a  loss  of  unique 
status,”  (2)  the  “vested  interests”  which  have  devel¬ 
oped  in  an  arms  economy,  and  (3)  “lack  of  confi¬ 
dence  in  ourselves.” — Morton  Deutsch 

Leaders  help  create  own  problems.  Political  leaders 
often  help  to  create  a  climate  which  increases  ten¬ 
sions.-  Then  when  they  wish  “to  make  realistic  com¬ 
promises  with  the  adversary,  they  may  be  unable  to 
do  so  because  of  .  .  .  the  fears  and  suspicions  that  have 
already  been  aroused  among  their  own  peoples.” — 
Judd  Marmor 

War  as  a  social  institution.  “.  .  .  is  capable  of  evolu¬ 
tion,  change,  and — eradication.”  A  world  without 
war  “does  not,  however,  mean  a  world  without  conflict. 
...  In  this  age  of  nuclear  weaponry,  however,  it  has 
become  imperative  to  find  ways  of  engaging  in  these 
inevitable  conflicts  without  resorting  to  organized  and 
institutionalized  violence.” — Judd  Marmor 
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“Touf'ir’  Line  on  LiN  Finanrin^.  At  the  recent  Amer¬ 
ican  Association  for  the  United  Nations  conference, 
Richard  N.  Gardner,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State  for  International  Affairs,  said  the  United  States 
is  going  to  cut  back  contributions  to  UN  peacekeeping 
operations  if  delinquent  members  do  not  pay  past  due 
bills  to  the  organization.  Later  at  a  luncheon  session 
Sen.  Gale  McGee,  Wyo.,  cautioned:  “I  hope  in  the 
attempt  to  appease  Congress,  the  State  Department 
does  not  lean  over  backwards  so  far  it  falls  flat  on 
its  face.” 

More  Trouble  Ahead  in  VMet  Nam.  Sen.  Mike  Mans¬ 
field,  Mont.,  has  reported  that  Viet  Nam  is  “only  at  the 
beginning  of  a  beginning  in  coping  with  its  grave 
inner  problems.  All  of  the  current  difficulties  existed 
in  1955  .  .  .  But  it  is  7  years  later  and  $2  billion  of 
U  S.  aid  later.  Yet  substantially  the  same  difficulties 
remain  if,  indeed,  they  have  not  been  compounded.” 
“Viet  Nam  and  Southeast  Asia”  is  available  from  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee. 

Quaker  Pastors  in  Vi  ashington.  23  Friends  pastors, 
theological  students  and  wives  from  7  states  par¬ 
ticipated  in  a  seminar  on  “Friends’  Testimonies  in 
the  Nuclear  Age,”  March  18-21.  The  seminar  was 
arranged  by  FCNL  in  cooperation  with  the  Board  on 
Peace  and  Social  Concerns,  Five  Years  Meeting. 

The  program  included  briefings  from  Robert  E.  Matte- 
son,  Senior  Disarmament  Adviser,  ACDA;  Richard 
Reuter.  Director,  Food  for  Peace  Program;  and  Capt. 
E.  R.  Zumwealt,  Director  for  Arms  Control,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense;  lunch  with  Sen.  Paul  Douglas,  Ill., 
and  Rep.  William  Bray,  Ind.;  a  talk  by  Rep.  Edith 
Green,  Ore.,  on  “The  Christian  Citizen  in  Our  Democ¬ 
racy,”  and  visits  to  Capitol  Hill. 

FOR  LoM‘^«  Tax  Exemption.  The  Fellowship  of  Recon¬ 
ciliation  was  notified  .January  10  by  the  Internal  Rev¬ 


enue  Service  that  its  supporters  may  no  longer  deduct 
contributions  to  FOR  from  their  income  tax. 

The  reasons  given  for  the  revocation  of  FOR’s  tax- 
exempt  status  were:  (1)  the  pursuit  of  peace,  dis¬ 
armament  and  the  reconciliation  of  nations  is  not 
religious  activity,  but  political,  and  (2)  the  Fellow¬ 
ship’s  objective — world  peace — can  be  secured  only 
by  the  passage  of  legislation;  hence,  the  FOR  falls 
into  a  recently  created  category  of  “action  organiza¬ 
tions,”  excluded  by  IRS  regulations  from  the  right 
of  tax-deductibility. 

Sen.  Gaylord  Nelson,  Wise.,  has  written  the  IRS  raising 
a  number  of  questions  about  the  decision.  Two  exam¬ 
ples:  Why  has  FOR’s  exemption  been  withdrawn 
while  organizations  such  as  the  Christian  Anti-Com¬ 
munism  Crusade  and  the  Circuit  Riders  retain  theirs? 
“Exactly  how  did  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  deter¬ 
mine  that  world  peace  could  be  secured  only  through 
legislation,  and  could  you  give  me  an  example  of  the 
legislation  needed  to  bring  this  about?” 

Twentieth  Anniversary  Plans.  FCNL  is  planning  a 
series  of  observances  to  celebrate  the  20th  Anniversary 
of  the  Quaker  witness  in  Washington.  The  first  event 
will  be  a  dinner  in  Baltimore,  April  29. 

Publirations  of  Interest.  “Focus  on  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament.” 
Intercom,  available  from  FCNL.  75<‘;  “Year-End  Report,”  Public  In¬ 
formation  Office,  Food  for  Peace,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 


The  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 

includes  Friends  appointed  by  20  of  the  26  Friends  Yearly 
Meetings  and  10  Friends  organizations  in  the  United  States. 
Expressions  of  viens  in  the  FCNL  Washington  Newsletter 
are  guided  by  the  Statement  of  Policy  prepared  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Committee.  Seeking  to  follow  the  leadings 
of  the  Spirit,  the  F(]NL  speaks  for  itself  and  for  like- 
minded  Friends.  No  organization  ran  speak  officially  for 
the  Religious  Society  of  Friends. 

W  ASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER  Service  Subscription  J3.00. 
Editors:  E.  Raymond  W'ilson,  Edward  F.  Snyder,  Frances 
Neely,  Denise  O’f^onnor. 


The  Friends  Committee 
On  Sational  Legislation 

is  a  working  committee  of  Friends  and  likeminded  persons 
attempting  to  translate  Quaker  beliefs  into  political  education 
and  action. 

FCNL  works  particularly  with  Congress  where  national  policy 
is  enacted  into  law.  It  combines  continuous  activity  in 
interviewing  legislators,  with  first  hand  reporting  on  Con¬ 
gressional  developments  to  readers  of  its  W'.ASHINGTON 
.NEWSLETTER,  and  encourages  letters,  telegrams  and  visits 
to  Congressmen  when  they  will  be  most  effective. 


Washington  Newsletter  Service  — 

•  Twelve  issues  of  NEWSLETTER  a  year; 

•  I'pon  request,  FCNL  ACTION  bulletins  on  foreign  and 
domestic  legislative  issues; 

•  Directory  of  Congressmen  and  Voting  Record  every 
two-year  session; 

•  Upon  request,  copies  of  FCNL  testimony  before  Com¬ 
mittees  of  Congress; 

•  Replies  by  letter  to  requests  for  legislative  information; 

•  FCNL  .Annual  Report  and  other  special  enclosures 
during  the  year. 


Pleas*- enter  m>  sidyscriplum  for  one  year  to  the  \N  \SHIN(iTI)\  NEWSLETTER  at  $3.00,  $f..>0  ahn)ud.  \ddress;  245  Second  Street, 
N.E...  Washington  2.  I).C.  ($5.00  to  residents  of  Illinois  and  Wisconsin,  who  also  receive  a  Newsletter  on  state  legislation.  \d- 
dress-  tIOt)  Warren  \\enne.  Hillside.  Illinois),  ('.ontrihntions  alstve  NEWSLETTER  subscription  price  sup|K»rt  the  legislation  and 
research  work  of  the  Committee. 

(('ontrihntions  not  dedm'tihle  for  income  tax  purposes) 

Name  Address 

(  Plk.xsk  Pkint) 


